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REMARKS 



The Applicant appreciates the 



Examiner's careful examination of this 



case. Reconsideration and re-examination are respectfully requested in view of 
the instant remari<s. 

In paragraph 1 of the Officej Action, the Examiner says that the 
amendment filed 12/20/2004 added subject matter in that it refen^d to a suction 
chamber positioned between the valve plate and the cylinder head. The 
applicant respectfully disagrees with thi^ objection. More specifically the original , 
disclosure in the published PCT Patent Specificationjat page 3 line 17 - page 4 
line 14 clearly refers to a valve plate 7. The valve plate 7 is shown in the drawing 
as originally filed. Thus a valve plate isj clearly disclosed. Page 3 lines 19-20 
refer to a cylinder block 5 and a cylinder head. The cylinder block 5 was shown 
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in the drawing as originally filed. The cylinder head was not shown in the 
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drawing as originally filed and this has b^en shown in the amended drawing. It is 
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respectfully submitted that any persoin seeing a reference to a piston 3 CO 
reciprocating in a cylinder 4 in a cylinder block 5 would automatically understand ^ 
that a cylinder head was required to be present. The cylinder head was referred 



to in the original description, and the applicant has simply shown the cylinder 
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head in the amended drawing in order to try and illustrate more clearly the ^ 
differences between the applicant's invention and the two cited prior patents. 

With regard to the term "a suctjon chamber", reference is respectfully 
made to page 3 lines 22 - 25 of the published PCT Patent Specification. There 
is a reference to an inlet side and a discharge side. There is also a statement 
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that, for simplicity of illustration, the discharge side has not been shown In the 
drawing. Thus the drawing shows the inlet side. Page 3 line 26 - page 4 line 3 
says that the Inlet side is provided with the valve plate assembly 9 comprising the 
reed 11, the port 13 and the damper means 15. all of which are shown In the 
Originally published patent spec^cation. Page 5 line 2 of the originally published 
PCT Patent Specification refers to thJ port 13 as being the suction port 13. 
Page 5 lines 2 - 6 state that the refrigerant is able to flow into the suc«on side of 
the valve plate 7 with a much smooliier flow than would be the case if the 
damper means 15 were not employed. Tube 17 in the originally published PCT 
Patent Specification is shown and descnbed (at page 4 line 11) as extending 
vertically above the port 13. which is the suction port. Thus, if the tube 15 
extends vertically above the suction poft 13. and if the drawing is stated to be 
showing the suction side of the inventiop (as is clear from page 3 lines 22 - 25 
and page 5 lines 2 -6) then ft would absolutely dear to a person skilled In 
the art that the tube 17 was extending into a suction chamber bounded by the ^ 
stated valve plate 7 and the cylinder hea^. <D 
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With regard to paragraph 2 ojp the Office Action, the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to reconsider the disapproval of the amended drawing in 
the light of the above submissions. 

With regard to paragraphs 3 and 4 of the Office Action, the Examiner has 
rejected claims 11 - 15 as Including disclosure not originally filed, namely "a 



The Examiner is respectfully asked to reconsider this objection in the light of the 
above submissions. 
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suction chamber positioned between the valva plate and the cylinder head". O 
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W«h regard ,o paragraphs 6 and 6 „f the Om« Ac«p„. ^ appifeam was 
.0 .He Examiner ,o. ^ i,a,^ ^ 
interpretation of JP 10-213077 and Becker et al (US 5, 276,541). 
in order more oleaH, ,o dis«ng.,sh over ..e a.ove ^ 



applicant has proposed to amend daim 



16 to specify that the port is posiBoned in 



*e va.e p.te. and tha, the reed is po«oned on a side of the va.e piate which 
« co.n,unioa„on a cylinder o, a p,,on and cy«„der a^ngen^nt wherehy 
^ reed flexe. i^o the cyiinder when the reed opens the port ^ 
amendment o, Cairn 16, it immediately apparent f™. F^re 1 o, BecKer 
et a, tha, the BeOer e. ai construction is ccmpieteV d^rent to me appiicants 
construction. The Becicer et a, inie, su*n re«i va^e 25 coses a port 21 in a 
part 6. The part 6 is no, a valve pia,e and , wo.« seen, to he more ,i„e a 
*der head. The BeCer e. a, reed vf ive 25 is no. pos«ioned on «,e s.e of 
^ Becer e. a, part 6 ^ich . Coses ^ Bed^er et a, oylWer ,3 o, the Backer 
et a, p*,o„ and cyiinder a„.ngeme„, 7,|,3. „ is ,he Becker e. ai part 4 which 
Closes the pfeton and cylinder arrangement and this part 4 does ™>. have a reed 
valve for the port 23. 

Similarty, JP ,0-213077 Cear^ has a reed vaive 5 covering a suction hole 
2. but the suc«cn hoie 2 seems ,o he in wha, . called a check vaive uni, 4 it is 
no. Cea, .ha. .his check valve u„, 4 is a yalve ^a.e, and even if i. ^ ,„ ^ 
-Kre p,a.e, .hen .he reed va^e 5 . „o. ,os«o„ed on a part o, «,e Ceo. va.e 
un. 4 Which coses a oyiinder of a pis.o„, and cylinder arrangement ,n JP lo- 
213077, « is nored ,ha, me part 1 is referred .o as a casing, wh^ seems .o 
■mp^ tha, me suCon pipe 8 extends s^piy ,„ me environmen. ou.side o, me 
ca^g 1. is respec^iiy ,uhm«ed mat.a considerahle degree of hindsight . 



-^^^ in or*r,o,e«,jp ,0.213077 \ 

"'"any reason this RESPONSE ii, 

' ^ ' '^81) 890-5678. 



Respectfb/lysufamftfe 
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